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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
eamed patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 
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1 )□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)|3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Receipt of the Information Disclosure Statements filed 10/13/08 and 11/15/06 is 
acknowledged. The references noted on the statement filed 10/13/08 were considered. 
Only the US references noted on the statement filed 1 1/15/06 since copies of the non 
US references were not received. 

The specification is objected to as being improper. The reference to claims 1-9 
should be deleted since these claims have been cancelled by applicants. 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification sliall conclude witli one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 10-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding claim 1, the phrase "supporting a work implement" in line 3 should be 
deleted. Note "a fork" in line 4 provides a work implement and thus with both the phrase 
"supporting a work implement" and "a fork" there appears to be two implements. Also 
"or the like" throughout the claim renders the claim indefinite. This phrase should be 
deleted throughout the claims. 

Regarding claims 11-14 and 17, they have the same deficiencies as claim 1 

above. 

Further regarding claims 12 and 13, the "may" in the fifth from last line in each of 
these claims render them indefinite since it is not a positive recitation of structure. 
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Further regarding claim 17 and regarding claims 18-21, it is unclear what 
structural limitation the last six lines of claim 17 and claims 18-21 provide. It appears 
that these lines may be implying that the implement is at the same position relative to 
the horizontal at its extreme positions or is held level at the extreme positions. 
Clarification is required. 

The following Is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or In public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 11-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly anticipated by 
Either Arck, et al. or Salna. 

Regarding claims 12 and 13, the last five lines of each of these claims do not 
require a plurality of attachments or that the attachments meet any particular 
requirement. Note "may" In the first line of these last five lines. Moreover, If two 
attachments were positively claimed with the differences hinted at by the last five lines 
they would be met by Arck, figures 1 and 2. 

Claims 22-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly anticipated 
by Arck, et al. 

Note points 17, 15 and 8 form an angle between 0 and 170. 
The following Is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
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the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 26-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Salna in view of Mozingo. 

Wliile tlie points 34, 35 and 36 in Salna appear to be in line and would meet the 
angle requirement in the instant claims, it would have been obvious to use any arbitrary 
angle including a 180 angle as taught by Mozingo since one angle would produce no 
unobvious result over another. Further note the applicants' specification, page 35, lines 
14 and 15. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Donald Underwood whose telephone number is 571- 
272-6933. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thursday 7:30-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saul Rodriguez can be reached on 571-272-7097. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3652 



